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Conspiracy in Mexico 
(All texts reprinted from the N. C. W. C. News Service.) 


The evil genius of Mexico, Plutarco Elias Calles, engaged in a 
conspiracy to destroy religion throughout the country and to banish 
nuns, priests and Bishops, made the following accusations against 
the Catholic leaders before a delegation of sycophantic Deputies and 
Senators at his Cuernavaca residence: 


dh«Wtees I agree that the Bishops ought to be expelled 
from the country because that is necessary since they are the 
direct causes of this action and it is all the more necessary 
at a time like this when they are organizing and preparing 
a movement, having already named the man who is to direct 
that movement. Information that has been received regard- 
ing activities which they are unfolding indicates they have 
already organized a committee, having asked for the co- 
operation of all the Jesuits who are asked to serve as asses- 
sors of all organized groups, and of other elements who are 
asked to serve as mentors. . . 

I believe further that the time has come when something 
should be done to stir up the governors and to unite them 
solidly with the Federal Government in any radical measures 
that are to be adopted, thus assuring joint and definitive 
action. . . 

Socialist education is of great interest because as yet 
we have not prepared the coming generation and the indi- 
viduals to whom we are to deliver the shield of the Revo- 
lution. . 


ARCHBISHOP Dr1Az RESPONDS 


Since in today’s papers appear some declarations of 
General Calles in which he imputes direct responsibility for 
the present situation to the Bishops of the Republic, in my 
position as Primate of the Mexican Episcopacy, I believe it 
pertinent to make known to the public the following declara- 
tions: 

First. We are innocent of any crime of sedition which 
he wishes to impute to us; for the only thing that we, the 
Bishops, have done in defense of the rights of Catholics is 
that which Articles 24 and 130 of the Constitution of the 
Republic authorize us to do. 
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Second. With respect to the means by which Catholics 
ought to defend their rights, according to the instructions 
of the Holy See, we have declared and again we declare: 
The National Episcopate, just as it does not authorize 
Catholics to defend the rights of the Church, in its name, 
by means of arms or a political party of a religious charac- 
ter, also makes known to them the grave obligation which 
they have as citizens to defend all their natural rights by 
every licit and legal means provided that the immutable 
principles of justice and morality are always preserved. 
Mexico City, Pascua Dr1az, 


October 25, 1934. Archbishop of Mexico. 


ARCHBISHOP Ruiz ConTrRADICTs ‘EL NACIONAL” 


I feel I should answer, briefly but definitely, a charge 
made by El Nacional of Mexico City and reported in Asso- 
ciated Press Dispatches under date of October the twenty- 
seventh. 

El Nacional of Mexico City publishes a letter or letters 
of mine pleading for an armed defense by the Mexican 
Catholics. I ask the American people to be on their guard 
against said journal in all matters concerning the attitude 
of the Catholic Church and of Catholics in Mexico. This 
journal is the official organ of the National Revolutionary 
Party and is naturally prejudiced and bitter. 

The only evidence this journal gives for its charge 
against me that I try to incite to armed rebellion is that, 
in a letter I wrote to the Father Provincial of the Jesuits, 
I asked the latter to give us help for the defense of the 
rights of the Catholic Church. The meaning of defense 
as used here is perfectly clear to every unprejudiced reader. 
To support its charge, El Nacional should prove that I in- 
tended defense to mean force of arms. 

All Bishops, clergy and Catholics of Mexico know very 
well that in my office as Apostolic Delegate I have con- 
stantly repeated that the Church by no means will have re- 
course to arms. 

General Calles himself heard that same principle an- 
nounced when, in the conference of August, 1926, he told 
Archbishop Diaz and myself either to apply to the Con- 
gress or to take arms. 
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As General Calles will well remember, Archbishop Diaz 
answered: “Mr. President, the Church does not look for 
ephemeral triumphs like that of arms. She looks for a 
settlement of our problems based upon right, justice and 
sane democracy.” 

We subsequently appealed to the Congress by pétition 
with over one million signatures, but no answer was ever 
given to it. If individual Catholics have had recourse to 
arms, they were not the Church. 

As Apostolic Delegate to Mexico, I wish to refer fur- 
ther to a news item concerning a letter signed “Sophie,” re- 
ported by the Associated Press as being carried by El 
Nacional and published in summary in the papers of the 
United States, under date of October 29th. No lady nor 
layman nor cleric has any authority to speak for the Mexi- 
can Bishops, or to ask the Bishops of the United States to 
seek any intervention on their part, either armed or moral, 
in the affairs of Mexico. I myself am the only one who has 
authority to speak on matters Mexican, and I think I need 
not say I have made no such request, nor anything like to 
it. The “Sophie” held by El Nacional to be a sort of am- 
bassador of the Mexican clergy wrote, of course—whatever 
she did write—without any authority. 

It is well known that thousands upon thousands are out 
of sympathy with the outrages against religion carried on 
by the present Mexican Government, and particularly by 
its atheistic aims as expressed in the recent amendment to 
the Constitution. Not only have Catholics voiced protest, 
but members of other religious denomination also. Jews 
and Lutherans have publicly showed their opposition to 
certain actions of the present German Government. They 
who would have liberty of religious worship and of educa- 
tion are right in protesting against the present Mexican 
Government. 

El Nacional hints at plots of rebellion and even the 
murder of some leaders. This journal seems to be pre- 
paring the ground for charging the Catholic clergy with 
any excess that may break out from people provoked by 
this persecution, or for covering political plots and possible 
murders among the revolutionists themselves. 

Dated October 31, 1934. 
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ARCHBISHOP RuIz PROTESTS TO PRESIDENT RODRIGUEZ 
Mr. President: 


. ,d Have been informed of the comments which El Naciona! 

has: segn. fit to make, on its professed belief that it had 
found in certain of my letters and in another letter by 
one«‘“Miss: Sofia” —letters which were opened unjustly and 
in, violation of the .law—irrefutable proofs of armed con- 
Spiraey, and. of a-request made to the Government of the 
United States for intervention. 

I owe you and the Mexican people an explanation which 
I give now in the following brief words. 

The Bishops, the clergy and all the Catholics of Mexico 
know perfectly well that the Church does not desire to de- 
fend, and should never desire to defend, their rights by 
means of a revolution. If Catholics on their own initiative 
take up.arms, they know what they are doing. 

The word defense, therefore, as used in my letters, re- 
fers to the use of peaceful means. 

The Committee of Bishops, referred to in my letters, 
is no different from the Committee of Bishops which func- 
tioned from 1924 to 1929: and its mission is to be the offi- 
cial organ of the Bishops in all that concerns the instruc- 
tion and guidance of Catholics affecting their conduct in 
the present circumstances and always within peaceful means, 
whenever it is a question of defending their rights. There- 
fore, it would be a mistake for anyone to believe that this 
Committee is a center of rebellion or of systematic opposi- 
tion to the Government. 

With regard to intervention by the American Govern- 
ment, I wish to say that when I went to Washington on the 
19th of the past month, to discuss ecclesiastical matters 
of the Apostolic Delegation, it was very natural and even 
proper that I should request the Rev. John J. Burke, Sec- 
retary of N. C. W. C., what in his judgment could be done 
to aid the situation in Mexico. This was natural, I say, 
because everyone knows that with the good will of his Gov- 
ernment and the benevolence of General Calles, at that 
time President of the Republic, Father Burke had two con- 
versations with General Calles in the spring of 1927 and in 
May, 1928. The result of these conversations was the ad- 
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justment of 1929, as stated by Mr. Portes Gil at the time 
worship was resumed. 

Knowing, therefore, that Reverend Father Burke is 
persona grata with the Government of Mexico, it was my 
duty in the present circumstances to seek what assistance 
he might be able to render, hoping that as on previous occa- 
sions he would have the good will of his own Government. 
It is both a right and a duty, founded in Catholic solidarity, 
for one people to aid another in its necessities. If this is in- 
terpreted as anti-patriotic, I believe there is no one who 
could throw a first stone. 

The mission of Miss Sofia has nothing to do with either 
conspiracy or intervention. She has devoted her life to the 
extension of Christian culture among the women of Mexico, 
without in any way meddling in politics, as is vouched for 
by both the professors and the graduated students of her 
cultural center, functioning now for several years. And she 
came to the United States last spring for the purpose of 
giving lectures in Catholic schools and social centers and 
to collect funds exclusively for her institution. She was 
invited to return at a later date and a more appropriate 
season for lecturing, and that is why she is in this country 
now. I have recommended her to the Bishops of the United 
States and Canada; and she presented herself to N. C. W. C. 
both to obtain advice with regard to her proposed trip and 
the routing of the lectures she might give. 

This is the explanation of everything, made with all the 
sincerity of my soul, which I beg you and all the people of 
Mexico to accept. And although the present circumstances 
seem unpropitious, I ask, with an equal sincerity, that you, 
Mr. President, the people of Mexico, and particularly the 
Catholics, put aside their hate, refuse to be guided by the 
evil counsels of passion, and aid in hastening the day of 
reconciliation and of peace, whereon our mutual rights will 
be respected and our mutual duties fulfilled. 

With every respect to you, Mr. President, I am 


Your dutiful servant. 


Leopotpo Ruiz, 


Archbishop of Morelia, 
November 6, 1934. Apostolic Delegate. 
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ORDER FOR ARREST OF ARCHBISHOP RUIZz 


Prepared by Attorney General Portes Gil, after confer- 
ence with General Calles: 


In consideration of the judicial proceedings prepared at 
the order of the President of the Republic—Official Docu- 
ment No. 19707 of October 30, this year—it appearing 
from the documents submitted that these included the requi- 
sites under Article 16 of the Constitution to ask for an order 
of arrest against Senores Jose de Jesus Manrique y Zarate, 
Bishop of Huejutla, and Leopoldo Ruiz y Flores, Apostolic 
Delegate to Mexico, for crimes premeditated and punish- 
able under Article 135, Section 1, of the Penal Code and 
8 and 10 of the Law of June 21, 1926, which amended the 
Penal Code for the Federal District and Territories on 
crimes of the common statute law and crimes against the 
Federation in matters of religious worship and external 
discipline, based on Articles 134 and 195 of the Federal 
Code of Penal Processes, let the facts be consigned to the 
District Judge of the Penal Branch in session in this Capital 
for penal action, with the request that immediately there 
be released an order for the apprehension of Jose de Jesus 
Manrique y Zarate and Leopoldo Ruiz y Flores; and that 
instructions be given to the Agent of the Public Ministry 
assigned to the District Court now in session that he shall 
take in this affair the intervention legally his, with the un- 
derstanding that investigation continue against all those 
who are found liable. As Senores Ruiz y Flores and Man- 
rique y Zarate are actually abroad, instruction shall be 
given to the immigration officials in the Republic through 
the Ministry of Gobernacion so that in case the said Senores 
try to enter the national territory they shall be arrested and 
placed at the disposition of the authority that the law recog- 


nizes. November 7, 1934. 


The formal order for the arrest of the Most Rev. Leo- 
poldo Ruiz y Flores, Apostolic Delegate to Mexico, and the 
Most Rev. Jose Manrique y Zarate, Bishop of Huejutla, 
which was issued by Judge Jose Cobian Zavala of the First 
District Penal Court, on November 19th, reads as follows: 
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“1, Senores Leopoldo Ruiz y Flores, Archbishop of 
Morelia and Apostolic Delegate, and J. de Jesus Manrique y 
Zarate, Bishop of Huejutla, are liable for the crimes of re- 
bellion and sedition of which they are accused. 

“2. The arrest of the above-mentioned Prelates for these 
crimes is in order. 

“3. The Public Ministry is hereby notified to take the 
proper legal steps.” 


Socialist Education by Constitutional 
Amendment 


Article 3 of the Constitution of 1917 stated: 


Article 3. Instruction is free: that given in public in- 
stitutions of learning shall be secular. Primary instruc- 
tion, whether higher or lower, given in private institutions 
shall likewise be secular. 

No religious corporation nor minister of any religious 
creed shall establish or direct schools of primary instruction. 

Private primary schools may be established only sub- 
ject to official supervision. 


Primary instruction in public institutions shall be 
gratuitous. 


As amended by the Chamber of Deputies and by the 
Senate, and made effective on December 1, 1934, Article 3, 
was made to read as follows: 


Article 3. Education imparted by the State shall be 
socialist, and, in addition, shall exclude every religious doc- 
trine, shall combat fanaticism and prejudice, and to this end 
the school will organize its teaching and activities so as to 
permit the creation in the young of a rational and exact con- 
cept of the universe and of social life. 

Only the State—Federation, States, Municipalities — 
shall impart primary, secondary or normal education. Pri- 
vate persons who desire to impart education in any of these 
three grades may be authorized to do so provided, in each 
case, that the following rules be complied with: 

I. The activities and teaching of the private establish- 
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ment, without any exception, must be adjusted to the pre- 
cepts of the initial paragraph of this article, and shall be 
in charge of persons who, in the opinion of the State, have 
sufficient professional preparation, acceptable morality, and 
ideology in harmony with these precepts. Under this pro- 
vision, religious corporations, ministers of any religion, 
stock companies whose activities are exclusively or chiefly 
educational, and associations or societies directly or indi- 
rectly affiliated with the propagation of any religious creed, 
shall not in any manner intervene in primary, secondary or 
normal schools, nor give them economic support. 

II. The formation of plans, curricula and methods of 
teaching is in every case an affair of the State. 

III. Private establishments cannot function unless they 
have obtained, in each case before beginning to function, the 
express authorization of the Public Power. 

IV. The State can revoke, at any time, any authoriza- 
tion granted. Against such revocation there shall be no re- 
course or court action whatever. 

These same rules apply to education of every type or 
grade imparted to laborers or peasants. 

Primary education shall be compulsory, and imparted 
gratuitously by the State. 

The State, at its discretion, can withdraw at any time 
official recognition of validity granted to studies made in 
private establishments. 

The Congress of the Union, for the purpose of unifying 
and codrdinating education throughout the Republic, shall 
promulgate laws that may be necessary,—to distribute the 
social function of education among the Federation, the States 
and the Municipalities; to fix the economic contributions 
corresponding to this public service; and to prescribe penal- 
ties for functionaries who themselves do not comply or 
who fail to compel others to comply with provisions bind- 


ing on them, as well as for any one who disobey such pro- 
visions. 
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Archbishop Diaz Condemns Socialist 
Education 


An interview reported by Harold B. Hinton and published in 
the New York Times for November 9, 1934. 


as E Catholic Church cannot codperate in the govern- 


ment’s plans for socialistic education,” said the Arch- 
bishop in the modest home where he lives behind carefully 
barred gates, “because General Calles (former President 
Plutarco Elias Calles) as leader of the revolution, the Na- 
tional Revolutionary party, the Secretary of Public Edu- 
cation and now Congress have candidly declared the inten- 
tion is to establish anti-religious education. 

“During a convention held at Queretaro by the National 
Revolutionary party to approve the ‘sexennial plan’ or party 
platform, among the most crude attacks not only on the 
Catholic Church, but on religion in general, they agreed to 
establish this new form of education. Later in a speech de- 
livered by General Calles at Guadalajara on June 20th he 
declared: 

“Tt would be a most grievous mistake, indeed, it would 
be a crime for revolutionary men not to liberate Mexican 
youth from the grip of the clergy and from the grip of 
the conservatives. The reactionaries and clergy say chil- 
dren belong to the home and young men belong to the family. 
This is an egotistical doctrine, because the child and the 
youth belong to the community, belong to collectivity.’ 

“The vicious attacks made in the House of Representa- 
tives during discussion of an amendment to Article III of 
the Constitution to establish ‘socialistic education’ were 
not only broadcast to the whole world, but were printed 
in all papers of the Republic. These attacks were not only 
against the Catholic Church but against all existing re- 
ligions.” 

The Archbishop was asked whether instructions had 
been issued to laymen to govern their conduct when the 
new educational program went into effect. He pointed out 
that his instructions to the clergy, issued last April before 
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Congress passed the constitutional amendment now being 
ratified by State Legislatures and scheduled to become law 
before December ist, contained five principal points: 

First, Catholics were enjoined to oppose by all legal 
means the establishment and diffusion of socialistic educa- 
tion. Secondly, the heads of families were directed to with- 
draw their children from schools where socialistic educa- 
tion was imparted. Thirdy, parish priests were ordered to 
instruct the heads of families in their duties in this regard, 
advising them they were unworthy to receive the Sacra- 
ments if they did not perform their duties. Fourthly, men 
and women teachers who should impart socialistic instruc- 
tion were warned they would be regarded as heretics and 
would risk excommunication. Fifthly, school directors per- 
mitting socialistic instructions in their establishments would 
be deemed guilty of heresy. 

“No instructions have been issued to laymen,” added 
Archbishop Diaz, “because we believed it necessary to know 
exactly what programs and procedures were going to be 
put in practice so that our instructions might be perfectly 
well founded, not only on the general instructions given by 
some officials of the Department of Public Education to 
groups of teachers in meetings to which they were sum- 
moned, but on definite final documents issued by that de- 
partment. 

“One fact, however, it is necessary to point out at this 
juncture. All schools in the Federal District, private and 
public, have received instructions from the government not 
to deliver certificates for the examinations already past to 
the pupils until all children and youth should take part in 
a public procession organized by the government to make 
it appear children and youths favored socialistic education, 
exactly as in the procession on October 28th all government 
employes were compelled to take part under penalty of 
losing their positions.” 

The new demonstration to which the Archbishop re- 
ferred is scheduled for November 18th. 

“The Church,” said the Archbishop, “was laboring under 
greater difficulties than in 1926 and was unable to fulfill its 
proper functions in Mexico.” 

“Priests,” he declared, “are not allowed to say Mass, 
baptize, confess, give Holy Communion, preach or perform 
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the regular functions, although these prohibitions are con- 
trary to the guarantees established by Articles IV, VI, 
XXIV and CXXX of the Constitution of the Republic. 

“The government has seized more than 150 churches 
within a little more than a year and has expelled from 
their dioceses the Bishops of Tabasco, Vera Cruz, Cam- 
peche, Aguas Calientes, Oaxaca, Chiapas, Chilapa, Zaca- 
tecas, Chihuahua and Teziutlan as well as every priest in 
those dioceses. 

“In Queretaro every church has been closed by the State 
government, as well as in Sonora. The Bishop of Quere- 
taro was compelled to remain hidden, while the Bishop of 
Sonora was exiled to the United States. 

“Tn some States only one priest is allowed for each 100,- 
000 Catholics, and it is physically impossible to serve them. 
During the last few days the daily press has made known 
that the Senate is studying a new law to leave only two 
priests for the whole Federal District, within which is the 
capital of the nation; two priests to attend to the spiritual 
needs of more than a million people. 

“Tt is important to know what are the provisions of the 
Constitution violated by the government in this respect. 
Article IV establishes that, ‘No person shall be deprived of 
the liberty to exercise any profession, industry, business or 
trade he may select, if it be a licit one.’ 

“According to Article CX XX ‘Ministers of worship are 
deemed persons who exercise a profession subject to the 
law.’ Priests, however, neither as private persons nor as 
professional men, are allowed to perform their labors. 

“Article VI states that ‘Manifestation of ideas shall not 
be subjected to any judicial or administrative inquisition 
unless it attacks the morals or rights of third persons, in- 
cites crime or disturbs public order.’ Yet priests are not 
allowed to preach the high morals of Christ. 

“Article XXIV states, ‘Every man shall be free to pro- 
fess any religious belief he may select and to practice cere- 
monies, devotions and acts of worship in a church or pri- 
vate house, provided they do not constitute a crime or 
act subject to a legal penalty.’ Just last week the Supreme 
Court not only violated this constitutional provision but 
also Article XX VII when it ruled that it was sufficient that 
a priest officiated in a private house to seize the property as 
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belonging to the nation, although the owner did not know 
his tenant, by virtue of the guarantee granted in Article IV, 
had privately worshiped at home. 

“Article XXVII, although so radical that it stripped 
the Church of all its properties, does not sustain the decision 
of the Supreme Court, as is easily seen. It reads as follows: 

“ ‘Religious societies or churches of whatever creed shall 
be in no case able to acquire, possess or administer real 
estate or capital derived from real estate; properties so pos- 
sessed, directly or through third persons, shall become the 
property of the nation and an action by any citizen will 
be permitted to denounce any property so held. A pre- 
sumption will be sufficient proof to establish a denunciation. 

““Churches devoted to public worship are the property 
of the nation represented by the Federal Government, which 
will determine which of them shall continue in use as such. 
Bishops’ and rectors’ houses, seminaries, asylums and 
schools belonging to religious corporations, convents or any 
other buildings erected or destined for the administration, 
propagation or teaching of religious worship shall become 
the property of the nation, to to be devoted by the Federal 
and State Governments to the public services of their re- 
spective jurisdictions. Churches built in the future shall 
become the property of the nation.’ 

“No provision appears authorizing the seizure of a 
private home because the person occupying it celebrates a 
Mass or performs a baptism or any other act of private 
worship. Therefore the government, through the Supreme 
Court, is violating the liberties granted by Articles XXIV 
and XXVII of the Constitution.” 

Archbishop Diaz said rumors were circulating that “a 
new aspect of religious persecution” had been launched to 
cover up differences of opinion among “the politicians who 
now have in their hands the affairs of the country.” 








Persecution in Chiapas 


An interview with Most Rev. Gerardo Anaya, Bishop of Chiapas, 
by Charles Betico, Mexico City Correspondent, 
N. C. W. C. News Service. 


‘STN August, 1929,” Bishop Anaya said, “the Chiapas Legis- 
lature limited the number of priests to one for every 
20,000 inhabitants, a limitation which was not rigidly en- 
forced. In January, 1932, the Legislature ignored the Ec- 
clesiastical Hierarchy and further limited the number of 
priests, leaving only 10 for the whole State, about one for 
every 53,000 people. The protests and petitions of Cath- 
olics were of no avail for they were not even considered. 

“In January, 1933, with Colonel Victorico Grajales as 
Governor, the Legislature decreed that only two Catholic 
priests would function in the whole State—which has an area 
of 74,415 square kilometers, with very poor means of com- 
munication and 528,654 inhabitants. These two priests had 
to be appointed by the Governor of Chiapas and they could 
not depart from the place to which they were appointed. In 
addition one Protestant and one Schismatic minister were 
authorized. 

“As the conditions of the said decree were inadmissible 
and the number of priests insufficient to care for the spiritual 
needs of the faithful, it became necessary to suspend public 
worship. In many sections it was possible to labor privately, 
but in others it was impossible to do so and several priests 
had to abandon their parishes after they had been pursued 
and fined or imprisoned for acts of private worship. 

“In April, 1934, on the pretext that various outbursts had 
been propagated in the State of Chiapas, the Government, at 
the demand of the Council of Health, closed all the churches 
in the State of Chiapas and the efforts made by Catholics to 
have the Ministry of Gobernacion and of the President of 
the Republic take steps so that the churches might be re- 
opened were without favorable results. 

“In July, 1934, the Legislature promulgated a decree, 
which was not published until October, on ‘Social Protec- 
tion.’ This decree dealt with the manner of procedure 
against vagrants, drunkards, prostitutes, drug-addicts and 
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priests, making the exercise of the sacerdotal ministry impos- 
sible even in private or even for priests to remain in the State 
of Chiapas since very severe penalties were decreed against 
them such as concentration in determined spots, rude work 
in the construction of roads, etc. 

“On October 16th, this year, the municipal president of 
the city of Las Casas, formerly known as San Cristobal de las 
Casas, and Colonel Nino intimated to me that I should leave 
the State before the Legislature’s law on Social Protection 
was promulgated and if I did not do so, I would be forcibly 
deported. After protesting and only to avoid greater evils, 
I left Las Casas by plane and, on the night of October 17th, 
reached Mexico City by rail. 

“Little by little the clergy were forced to leave, it being 
the intention of the Government that not one priest should be 
left in the whole State of Chiapas. 

“The Diocese of Chiapas had kept its Seminary, although 
it had closed for lack of guaranties, some students living in 
private homes, but with the latest developments, even the 
few students who had remained, had to return to their 
homes.” 


Statement on Mexico 


By THE CARDINALS, ARCHBISHOPS AND BISHOPS 
OF THE UNITED STATES. 


As issued following the General Meeting of the American Hierarchy 
on November 16, 1934. Text taken from the 
N. C. W. C. News Service 


N 1926, the Cardinals, Archbishops and Bishops of the 

United States issued in their own names a pastoral let- 
ter, protesting against the persecution of the Church in 
Mexico. 

Since that pastoral was issued, the Bishops of Mexico 
restored public worship in Mexico, under an agreement in- 
volving handicaps and restrictions that should never have 
been imposed. But even that inadequate agreement where- 
by liberty of worship was promised; the juridical identity 
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of the Church was recognized; and the severity of the laws 
against the Church and her institutions was to be mitigated, 
a new policy has repudiated. 

In our pastoral of 1926, we stated what is even more 
evident today: “The present conflict, as one part of a war 
against religion in Mexico which had its inception almost 
a century ago, to a greater degree than any preceeding it, 
comes from an attempt at nothing less than the destruction 
of the Divine Constitution of the Church by reducing her 
to the status of a State-controlled body, without the right 
to form, train and educate her own clergy, to have a suffi- 
cient number of them for the care of souls, to find means 
for her support, to develop work in accord with her mission 
of charity and enlightenment, and to apply the teachings of 
the Gospel to the formation of a public conscience. Sad ex- 
perience, as well as right reason tells us what would fol- 
low the success of such an attempt, and what it would mean 
to Church as well as to State.” 

We spoke then not only as Bishops having primarily 
with us the care of souls, we spoke also as American citi- 
zens. We said then what we repeat with fuller justification. 
“We have a duty to speak as Americans attached to the in- 
stitutions of our country and loving them for the bene- 
fits they have conferred upon us all.” Present conditions 
make it necessary that we should no longer guard silence. 
War on religion has extended beyond national boundaries 
through organized propaganda in many countries. 

Beginning systematically at the end of 1931, the priests 
permitted to minister to the people in Mexico were de- 
creased to such a ridiculously small number as to make of 
liberty of religious worship a mockery. In the Federal Dis- 
trict comprising over one million three hundred thousand 
Catholics, only twenty-five priests are permitted to min- 
ister. Many States have prohibited priests altogether; for 
example, Tabasco, Zacatecas, Sonora, Chiapas, Vera Cruz, 
Campecho, Queretaro. 

Without due process of law, church buildings, resi- 
dences of Bishops and of priests. even dwellings owned by 
others in which Bishop or priest may be temporarily liv- 
ing, educational and charitable institutions, have been 
closed and confiscated. No trial by jury is permitted in case 
of any appeal. 
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Catholic citizens are denied the right of assembly and 
the right of freedom of the press. 

Any and every Church is denied the right of corporate 
legal existence. 

To hear the duly executed and duly presented petition 
of citizens is refused. 

The right of franchise is denied a clergyman simply bed 
cause he is a clergyman. 

Any and every Church is denied the right to hold prop- 
erty or the right to present a petition for the redress of 
grievances. 

Any and every Church is denied the right to possess en- 
dowments. 

The right of any Church to have a seminary or a prepara- 
tory school for the training of candidates for the ministry 
is denied. 

Schools in which native citizens may be trained for the 
priesthood are outlawed. Any foreign-born clergyman is 
forbidden to serve in Mexico. Therefore, according to 
present policies neither a native nor' a foreign-born clergy 
is permissible in Mexico. 

Secular papers with any policy favorable to religion are 
prohibited from criticizing any acts of the Government or 
the Government officials. 

Journals and publications are suppressed at will: the 
use of the mail is denied them. 

Citizens in Mexico are denied those inalienable rights 
which the Constitution of the United States asserts belong 
to every man. 

The liberty of education is denied. It is maintained 
that the State must possess the mind of the child. 

Bishops, priests, nuns and lay citizens who desire to 
have the privilege of religious life must exile themselves. 

Liberty of religious worship, of education, of speech and 
of the press are denied all who live in Mexico. 

We need not repeat that we protest with our whole 
heart and soul against this anti-Christian tyranny, and 
again call upon all the faithful in our country to pray that 
such a reign may cease, and to do everything in their power 
by word and by act to make the fact of such tyranny 
known. 

No upholder of the rights of man and of liberty of con- 
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science can view complacently the exercise of such tyranny, 
even though it be in a country other than our own. They 
who suffer in Mexico, they who suffer in exile, are our fel- 
low faithful, all members of our beloved Church, which is 
one body. The Church in our country, the Church through- 
out the world, suffers with the suffering Church in Mexico. 
We implore the faithful to’ pray most earnestly to offer 
their self-denials and their special acts of devotion for the 
ending of the persecution of the Church in Mexico. We 
ask them to make themselves apostles proclaiming to the 
world the iniquity and the tyranny that mutilate and despoil 
the Body of Christ. 

And again, as American citizens we present our plea 
that justice may be done, that all our fellow Americans may 
make themselves advocates of that common justice for man, 
which is the security of every man and every nation. 

We sincerely deplore the evident indifference on the part 
of many to the life and worth of those principles upon 
which our American Republic is founded. We cannot, we 
would not wish to impose those principles as political prin- 
ciples upon any nation. But to us they are as true out- 
side as inside the physical territory of our country. Pro- 
paganda in this country that would weaken our principles 
is abhorrent to us. Compromise at home or abroad on the 
part of any of our fellow-citizens with regard to those prin- 
ciples is, to us, most reprehensible. 

As we declared in our pastoral of 1926, our own coun- 
try cannot view with indifference the persecution of reli- 
gion, the exiling of its citizens by a neighboring country. 
We need not say we would wish most earnestly to live on 
terms of peace with every nation. We wish to say again, 
as we said in 1926. “What we have written is no call on 
the faithful here or elsewhere to purely human action. It 
is no interposition of our influence either as Bishops or as 
citizens to reach those who possess political power any- 
where on earth, and least of all in our own country, to the 
end that they should intervene with armed force in the 
internal affairs of Mexico for the protection of the Church. 

We wish for Mexico prosperity in its national life, in its 
economic and social life. We wish it the more honestly 
when we ask primarily a fidelity to the fundamental rights 
of liberty of conscience, freedom of religious worship, free- 
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dom of education, freedom of the press, and freedom of as- 
sembly and petition. 

We respectfully request our fellow-citizens to advocate 
that these principles be ever the guide for our American 
representatives. The full consequences of the persecution 
of the Church and of Catholics in Mexico can scarcely be 
foreseen at the present time. They cannot but eventually 
be very grave. Those who must flee from their own coun- 
try into ours, bring with them a problem to which we 
cannot be indifferent. It is not without significance that 
in the present turmoil of the world and distress of nations, 
the basic truths of religion from which has sprung the sta- 
bility of nations are flouted and denied by those who seek 
absolutism in government. The struggle, therefore, which 
arises from the persecution of the Church in Mexico today 
is an illustration of a crisis which may have far-reaching 
consequences. 

No man’s voice should sound an uncertain note. We 
cannot but deplore the expressions unwittingly offered, at 
times, of sympathy with and support of ,overnments and’ 
policies which are absolutely at variance with our own 
American principles. They give color to the boast of the 
supporters of tyrannical policies, that the influence of our 
American Government is favorable to such policies. We 
do not believe, for a moment, that it is. It could not be. 
We would wish on the part of the entire American public, 
of our great secular press, a fuller knowledge of the actual 
conditions in Mexico. All would then more fully realize 
that we are pleading not only the cause of the Catholic 
Church, but the cause of human freedom and of human 
liberty for all the nations of the world. 


Articles of Interest for the Month 


What Does Calles Want? By Wilfrid Parsons, S.J. America. 
November 3d. 

Catholics Protest for Mexico. By John A. Toomey, S.J. Amzrica. 
November 3d. 

Peace Through the League. By Clarence J. Ryan. Columbia. 
December. 


Economic Reforms in Spain. By James A. Magner. Commonweal. 
November 23d. 
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Briand to Barthou. By H. A. Jules-Bois. Commonweal. Novem- 
ber 16th. 


Mr. Krutch and Europe. By Ross J. S. Hoffman. American Review. 
November. 

The World’s Navies. By Oliver McKee. Commonweal. November 
9th. 


After the Revolution. By George N. Shuster. Commonweal. Novem- 
ber 2d. 

Last Words on Czsarism. By Hugh de Blacam. G. K.’s Weekly. 
November Ist. 

The Presidential Power. By Oliver McKee. Commonweal. Novem- 
ber 23d. 

The Large Industrial City and the NRA. By Rev. F. J. Haas, Ph.D. 
Salesianum. October. ‘ 

Ways to Social Security. By Fredrich Baerwald. Commonweal. 
November 16th and 23d. 

The Church in Gandhi’s India. By K. E. Job. America. Novem- 
ber 17th. 


Lourdes and the League of Nations. By Denis Gwynn. Sign. 
November. 


Catholic Ohio Fights for Its Schools. By D. C. Lawless. America. 
November 17th. 

What Next, Legion of Decency? By Edward S. Schwegler. Com- 
monweal. November 16th. 

What Catholicism Means to Me. By Thomas F. Woodlock. America. 
November 24th. 

Important Fields of Catholic Action. By Bishop Noll. Catholic 
Action. November. 

Our Duty Toward the Missions. By Rev. August F. Gearhard. 
Salesianum. October. 

Fiat Justitia. By Msgr. John L. Belford. Homiletic and Pastoral 
Review. November. 

The Right Not to be Lynched. By Paul L. Blakely, S.J. America. 
November 17th. 

An Ad for Hershey’s Chocolate. By Paul L. Blakely, S.J. America. 
November 24th. 

Our Colleges and Church Music. By Andrew Corry. America. No- 
vember 24th. 

On Tour for the C. T.S. By G. Elliot Anstruther. Tablet. Novem- 
ber 10th. 

The Christian Home. By Most Rev. Amleto Giovanni Cicognani. 
Catholic Action. November. 

The Priest as Preacher. By Rev. John E. Graham. Catholic Educa- 
tional Review. November. 

Tolerance in a Triangle. By Paul J. Glenn, Ph.D., S.T.D. Sign. 
November. 

At Last the Real St. Paul. By James M. Gillis, CS.P. Catholic 
World. November. 

Concerning a-Matter of Method. By John K. Ryan. The New 
Scholasticism. October. 

The Idea of God in the Philosophy of Bergson. By P. J. McEvoy, S.J. 
Irish Ecclesiastical Review. October. 
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Theology of the Church. By Charles Bruehl. Homiletic and Pastoral 
Review. November. 

Those Who Die By An Unexpected Death. By James A. Taaffe, S.J. 
Messenger of the Sacred Heart. November. 

The Prince of This World. By Most Rev. Alexander MacDonald. 
Ave Maria. November 17th. 

Dream of Gerontius (Spiritualism). By Maurice Leahy. Irish 
Monthly. November. 

Marco Polo on the Magi. By Thomas B. Cannon. Columbia. 
December. 

A Centenary for Our Lady. By Thomas J. Lynam. America. 
November 3d. 

Rhythm in Education (Musical Education). By Justine B. Ward. 
Catholic Educational Review. November. 

A Catholic View of Education for Character. By William A. Kelly. 
Homiletic and Pastoral Review. November. 

The Cost of Education. By Paul E. Campbell, Litt.D. Homiletic and 
Pastoral Review. November. 

The Vatican Polygot Press. By H. C. Watts. America. Novem- 
ber 10th. 

From One Age to Another. By Carlton J. H. Hayes. Commonweal. 
November 3d. 

Joan of Arc—Heretic or Saint? By T. Lawrason Riggs. Common- 
weal. November 2d. 

Ten Years of the Commonweal. By Michael Williams. Commonweal. 
November 2d. 

Maritain in Manhattan. By Francis Talbot, S.J. America. Novem- 
ber 17th. 

Louise Imogen Guiney. By A. J. Reilly. Ave Maria. November 24th. 

The Vocation of Francis Thompson. By Patrick Walshe. Irish 
Monthly. November. 

Dante and Aodhagan O Rathaille. By John J. M. Ryan. Irish 
Rosary. November. 

Sean O‘Casey’s Crawling World. By Elizabeth Jordan. America. 
November 24th. — 

Where Are the Geniuses of Yesteryear? By William T. Walsh. 
America. November 3d. 

A Subject for the Writer. . By Francis Talbot, S.J. America. Novem- 
ber 10th. 

Scholarship Swallows Itself. By Wilbur L. Schraum. American 
Review. November. 

The Anatomy of the Tough Guy. By Geoffrey Stone. Commonweal. 
November 9th. 

The Nun in Novels. By W. V. Gavigan. Catholic World. November. 

Literature and Dogma. By Father Walter, OS.B. Homiletic and 
Pastoral Review. November. 

Literature the Mirror of Life. By S. Cunnington. Month. November. 





